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SONE NEW BOOKS.

| Oolonial History.

The latest contribution to *The Story of
the Nation® series is presented in two vol-
umes entitied The Thirteen (olonies, by
Huugx Amxsuin Smita  (Putnam’s). Thé
author tells us that her narrative s Intended
for the general reader, rather than for ‘the
special student, though, at the same time,
she has aimed to make it thoroughly ac-
ceptable as trustworthy history. The method
of exposition which she has adopted is to set
forth separately the record of each of the
Thirteen Colonies, from itsa first settlement
to the Neclaration of Independence. Each
plantation is depicted on ita geographioal
background and the declsive events in the
oourss of its avolution are exhibited. There
is no doubr that at the outbreak of the Rev-
olutionary War sach of the coloniss regarded
itself as 2 distinet political entity, and would
have expectad its development to be dis-
tnctly treated by the historian, That was,
indeed, the principle upon which Colonial
histories were written, and the author of this
work has done wisely to conform to it. We
can only get the right point of view by keeping
steadily In mind the fact that not only at the
date of the Declaration of Independence,
but for a long time afterward, the colonists
looksd upon themselves not as cltizens of
the United States, but as citigens of Vir-
ginla, of South Carolina, of New York or of
Massachusetts

The author’s firmt volume {s devoted to the
four oolonies, which, as she says, were first

settled, to wit: Virginia, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire and New York. We
shall recur to this arrangement. Be.

fore the settlement of Virginia Is re-
oounted, a chapter on “The Forerunners” {s
introduced. We observe that the author
refrains from speculating on the fate of
Ralelgh’s colony on Roanoke Island, though
there is some doubt as to the soundness of
the ocurrent assumption that all the men,
women and children oomposing the settle-
ment were massacred by the Indians. On
the other hand, we find due attention pald
to the northerly expedition of Capt Bar-
tholomew Gosnold, whioh bad far-reaching
consequences, being the true precursor
of the voyages which resulted in the settle-
ment of Plymouth and Massaohusetts Bay.
Gosnold, instead of first steering southward,
steered as nearly as possible due west for
the haven discovered by the Florentine
mariner, Verrazano, a haven which has been
fdentified with Newport, It was this expe-
dition which opened a new route to the West-
orn hemisphers, by making the Azores a
station for supplies and repairs, instead of
the West Indies, and by shortening the voyage
some fiftsen hundred miles in distance and a
week In time. Wa are reminded that Gos-
nold made his landfall in Casco Bay, near
Maine, and thence coasting southward,
named Cape Cod, as well as Martha's Vine-
yard. Subseguently he explored the islands
at the mouth of Buzzard’s Bay. He did not
earry out his intention of founding a colony
but, besides opening a new routs, his voyage
gave Englishmen for the first time a full
aocount of a long stretch of seahoard fit for
sottlement, possessed, as 1t was, of good
harbors, well timbered and adapted so the
oultivation of wheat and flax. This was, as
wo have said, the voyage to which was pri-
marily due the colonization of New England

In a chapter on "The Ancient and Most
Loyal Dominion” the fact is recalled that,
although Virginia was disposed to adhers
to the second and third Stuart Kings against
the Parliament, yet Bacon's Rabellion in this
colony preceded the insurrections agninst
the mother country which took place in
New York and Massachusetts during the
seventeenth century., But for Bacon's sud-
den death the reforms demanded by the
Virginian cebels would, probably, have been
conceded. Once more, namely, In 1888,
before tha outbreak of the revolution in
England, the Virginians defled the power of
Jarmes II. It is this {ncident which, coupled
with Bacon's Rebellion, enables us to com-
prehend the stand taken by Virginia again t
the Stamp Act, and, afterwards at the
date of the Declaration of Independence,
It is an Interesting circumstance, often over-
looked, that under William and Mary Sir
Edmond Andros, although hated beyond any
eother man of his ‘day in New York and New
England, got on very wall for slx years as
Lieutenant-Giovernor of tha Old Dominion
It was only when he tried to assert authority
over the newly chartered College of William
and Mary that his roeall from the province
wan procured

What we miss in the chapters allotted to
Virginia is an account of the manners and
ecustoms of the Tidewater planters For
the esconomic, socinl and industrinl condition
of the Old Dominion in the middle of the
eighteenth century the reader nust lonk
elsewhere. Wa encounter a sindlar e
ficlency, though It I8 somewhnt less pro-
nounced, In that part of the book which
describes tha fortunes of tha (olonfes «f
Massachusetts Bav and New Huampshire
It {s pleasant to record that in her thirteenth
ohapterthe anthor writes scourately and sy -
pathetically about the stormy period of nearly
two years in the history of the New York
Colony known aa Telclar's Rehallion  There
fs no doubt that Teisler, who was represented
by his enemies as a self-soeking rebel, and
was wrongly put to death, was n  patri-
otic martyr, and used the hrisl authority
thrust upon him to set up the most enlight-
enes] government the provines had ever had
Unflinching, too, i« the author's description
of the piracy which flourished In New York
in the last decads of the seventeen'l contury,
to whiwoh tha town owed a great and
sudden accession of wealth Thae rruth s
that no sooner had Willlam 11T declared
that his subjects in America might take
out letters of marque against the French
merchant service, than all New Yorkers,
from Governor to chimney sweep, went info
privateering. Neither wera they particular to
ohase only an anemy’'s veasels, but, on the con-
trary, overhauled every craft they dared
attack, whether engaged in the Duteh, or
even In the English, East India trade At
first stolen oargoes wers boldly brought
fnto port at Naw York and enterad as pri-
watear prizes In the Admiralty Court, whera
they ware sold by due process of lnw. When
the piratical trafMo Increased, however, a
place of exchange was organized on the
faland of Madagascar, whore wera atore-
houses and docks and regular merchant-
men always at hand to exchangs cargoes
with the first pirate captain who came In
or to buy the latter's plunder for cash, and
oonvay It to New York as East India goods
legitimately sscurad.  This trade grew
enormously In a few years The city was
filled with Oriental luxuries Money was
plentiful in coin of all nations, and the mer-
ohant families indulged in unheard of ex-
teavagance. It was to hunt down thesas
pirates that Capt Kidd was made by Lord
Pellomont, Governor of Naw York, New
Jersey, Massgchusetts and New Hampshire,
eommander of a King's criuiser, whereiupon
Kidd turned pirate himself

The author {a right in saying, as she does
fn her fourteenth chaptar, that, hefore the
passage of the Stamp act and for somae years
also after the repeal of that measure, a ma
Jority of the inhabitants of the FProvince
of Now York, as well as the great hody of
rich and influential persons, ware strongly
fo favor of subrission to the King (]
questionably, the Church of Englani was
mora firmly sstblishad In New Yorl than
fn any other Norihoern colony  Supported
by the rich kEnghsh families tha Dutch
elung to the so-colled Reformed Clhar h 'he
Anglican t'h hoin ity turn maintained A
groat miany poor peopls on whose lovalty
it couled count
slavery and the law of primogeniture, which
had obtalned tor neatly a century and &
ha!f. had fostered aristocratie feeling and
atrentions apposition 1o the tandency of up-
otarts to elaim a share in the government
It was this spirit which muede the city of New
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York a Royalist stronghold. Then, again,
the Sootch Highlanders on the frontier were
inflexibly loyal, and the farmers of Dutch.
German and French descent wera too deeply
prejudioed against the people of New Eng-
land to share the latter's political sentiments
The interests of the landed proprietors and
the rich merchants were so bouud to the
home government that to them resistance
meant serfous loss, and, sometimes, ruin
Nevertheless, a considerable section of the
younger membera of the great fumilios formed,
in conjunction with many small merchants,
a moderate party, which, while, for several
years, it counselled patience and compromise,
gradually swelled the ranks of those who
held that there wns no submission but in
slavery. Ultimatoly, the spirit of opposition
to the Stamp uact was, perhaps, stronger in
New York than in any other colony. One
result of its recalcitrant attitude was that
this provines, which had possessed a larger
trade than any other, lost flve-sixths of it
by keeping the pledges aguinst the payment
of taxes levied by th+ British Pirllament. At
Neaw York, earlier than at Boston, was a tea
ship boarded and its cargo thrown overboard
by patriots

Without examining in detail the author's
aoccount of the circumstances under which
the other nine colonies were founded, wa note
the reasons which she gives for arranging
them in the following order of eettiement:
Virginla, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland,
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode lsland
North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia
There is no doubt about Virginia's title to
primacy in order of time, but why should
Massachusetts have the second place, which
most writers assign to New York? Because,
according to tradition, the first lasting settle-
ment effectad by Englishmen within the
limits of the United States (after the settie-
ment of Jamestown) was made in Maine,
which from 1077, {f not earlier, up to 1820
was a district of Massachusetta In the
summer of 1807 Chief Justice Sir John Pop-
ham, acting under the authority of the Plym-
outh Compauy, “made whut (s now reckoned
as the first permanent plantation {n New
England “ The command of the expedition
was glven to Sir John's kinsman, Capt George
Popham, and Raleigh Glibert  “Threes months
after the planting of Jamestown in south
Virginia these wayfarers bullt Fort Popham
or Fort 8. (leorge at the mouth of the Ken-
nebmo on what they called the peninsula of
Sabino, now in the town of Phippsburg
They also called the place Pemaquld, a name
afterward fixed on a more easterly peninsula
They mounted their fort with four guns and
built & church, a storehouse and some dwell-
Ings. During the winter the company suf-
fered horribly from the oold, the storehouse
was burned, no mines were found and Capt
Popham died In the spring, hearing from
the Captain who brought them supplies that
Sir John Popham was dead, part or all of the
company dejectedly went back to England
Bome chronfclers state that this was the end
of the plantation, while others give proof
that the Chiaf Justice's son, S.r Francis Pop-
ham, never allowed it to be abandoned ® A
record shows that in 10613 he had some sort
of & company under Francis Williams oppo-
site Monhegan, whers, no doubt, hs (Pop-
ham's) agents lived all the year round col-
lecting furs; “and many scattered settlers
were living round ahout,” giving the French
cause to complain that “the Euglish showed
a desire to be masters of the country *  When
in 1614 Capt John Smith visited north Vir-
ginia, to which he gave the name of New
England, ha found one of Pophaw's ships
at Pemaquid, a port his people had used for
“many years,” Smith sald, *monopolizing the
fur trade *

On what ground Is New Ham; shire placed
third n order of settlement? Our author
thinks that the third foothold of Englishmen
on the Atlantio seaboard was probably se-
oured soon after 1814, if not before. A small
statlon for both river and sea flahing, lke
the first Pemaquld, It was put for co ven-
fence off the mouth of the Puecatagqua
River.on tha Islss of Shoals, which were dia-
covered, r@ne say, by Champlain, but first
made known to Englishmen by Capt. John
Smith. Hera the cod wera not only abund-
ant, but twice as large and heavy as those
of the Newfoundiand Banks. The climate,
morsover, then as now, was slngularly mild
and uniform. frea to a great extant from
the sharp winds and fogs that beset the bays
of Casco and Massachusetts  This even tem-
perature “enabled the fishermen to prepare
by A process of alternate drying and sawea ing
without salt the famous 4 n or dumbfish,
which brought thiee or four times thes price
of Toor John and Haverdine prepared at
Newfoundland *

Even admitting that the Isles of Shoals.
which belong to New Hampshire, wara pep-
manently settied from 1614, wa can hardly
assert with confidenca that the settlement
was earller than that of New York. Bomurch
indeed, our author herself scems to adm'®
It is certaln that in 1811 Hendricks Christaens
sen of Claves and Adriaen Rlock, with Capt
Ryweer, Henry Hudson's report
of the dlacovery of tha river that bears his
name. “In 1813, Christacnsen and  Blook
returned and the next vear at latest thras
trading vessels came out from Amsterdam
and Hoorn By this time thers was certainly
afactoryvon theesndof the Manabhattas' Land
I'ha States-Gienersl, cialiing the regfon
het ween the fortieth and fortv-ffth parallels,
gave & charter for three vears from Jan-
uary. 1815, to tha Inited New Netherland
Company In the spring of 1622 the Amster-
dam Chamber of the IPutel Waest Inidia Come
pany took of New Netherland,
which extended, it was clalmed, from the « on
necticut to the South, now Delaware, River

There are those who assert that New Jerany
deserves notthe fifth place which eur author
assigna to 1, hut tha second, or, at any rata
thathird The evidenca fo the claim 1a sat
forth In the secaond volume of the hook hefors
ua. "Some gav that thae Iuteh traders asnt
out in 1010 welacted the rocky shoulder of
land now Clty Heighta
for a factory and redouht at the same tima
they establi-hed A post on Manhattan Ixland
rt Nas-
nrde. ar North River, following

conflrmed

pOssess|or

known as Jersoy

Four yveare luter thrae soonts from Fo
sai on the N
streams and Indian tratls insearch of peltries

eallod the Zurde, op
shname wasDalaware

came upon what the
South River the Eng

ind deseended 1t with delight, unti! they
wore captured by somia Indian« and Yel ! for
rn o Thena ranner, probably taking the
tratl from what i= nuaw Olouesstar, crossed tha
peninaula and earried the news to the Dutch
at tha mouth of tha Narth River

Capt CorneliusHandricksen went aound hy
g gfterthe e u'--k‘v\(-i ring both the el a-
wirs Bay and river, and finding, the region
ahoundine in eame  In 1822, when the Duteh
West India Company sent out their fir«g
olony, the head of tha expedition, Capt

witlingg, as some helioved, a

body of eolonists abont the mouth of the
North Biver on the Jersey Heights near the
rodouin vk elght single men and four |
econnles to the place on tha Delaware where
the seonts had beesn captured At the mouth
of Timmer kill, or Timber Creek, now a hranch
of the G costor River, he planted the ser
tlers in o log Khouse: other strong houses
were huilt near what are now Burlington
wned Treaio rontly hecguse thoy were
the end of well-beaten 1 aald watls

coming from what is now New York Bay

Delaware, which our aunthor regards as
the sixth colony, founded
a8 early as 1930 One of the directors of
the Iuteh West Indin Company WAS A ovle
brated travel Capt Da
Vries In his sorvica Peter Heyes brought
color of thirty-four

wannis to have heen

antdd ool /nr,

out a well-equipped
persoua during the spring of the rear jnst
pamed and settled them under command of
Gillis Hossett in and about a fort called Op-
landt, which was near what s pow the town
of lwwes The next yvear. when De Vries
himself urrived with more colonists, he found
Oplandt @ blackened ruin, ite occupants

e .
having been massacred by the savages Ho
seems to have blamed his representative
Hossett for the oatastrophe, an he afterward
sald: “Wa lost our settlements In the Hoorn
Croek by mere jangling with the Indiaus *
As there is reason to beliave, however, that
the whale fisheries established thers wera
not abandoned, our author accepts the settle-
ment at Oplandt as the first whitea men's
foothold in what is now Dolaware It was
in the winter of 1437-38 that the Swedes be-
gan their attempt to colonize Delawars and
the adloining parta of Pennsylvania and
New Jersay

It s common to think of Maryland as a
colony of much later date than Massachu-
sotts Bay  As a4 matter of fact, the two plan-
tations were nearly oontemporaneous As
our author reminds us, the forerunners of
the colony of Maryland, to which she allots
the seventh place, were Virginia traders
About the year 1831 they fixed statlons on
the Patuxent River and elsewhers in the
upper Chesapeake, espacially on Kent Isiand,
which, In 1832, sent a Burgess to the Asse-
bly at Jamestown In the same year, npt-
withetanding the hostility of the Virginians
to the project, Charles 1. created a palatinate
for Lord Baltimore out of the region between
the Potomao Kiver and the fortieth paraliel.
The pulatinate inoluded not only all the
territory of the present State, but also a
broad strip to the northward of what 18 now
Mason and Dixon’s line, together with the
whole of the State of Delaware and a portion
of West Virginia. Within a year after the
charter passed the seals Leonard Calvert
as Governor crossed the Atlantic with the
best equipped company that Engiand had
ever seut to America

Pennsylvania was settied nearly fifty years
before it was granted to Willlam Penn. The
evidence on this point is coudensed by our
author in a few sentences It seems to be
true that the Dutch built Fort Beversrede in
1633 on a tract purchased from the Indians,
inoluding the meeting place of several trails
at the mouth of the Manalung River, which
men going westward from the South River
found so difficuit to desery that the Dutch
called it Schuvlkill, the Hidden Creek
Whether Beversrede ever was much of a
settlement or not, the New Netberianders
had an enormous peltry trade there for about
five years, till Peter Minuit's colony of Swedes
took possession of another important creek
in what {8 now Delaware A few years later,
about 1640, the Swedes planted another town,
much nearer Beversrede, which they called
Upland, and the FEnglish afterward re-
named Cheater A few years later John
Printz, the most masterful of the Swedish
(Governors, made his headquarters for eight
years on the islund of Tenacong, or Tinleum,
at the mouth of the Schuylidll It was not
until July, 1481, that the first expedition sent
out by Willlam Penn landed ar Upland, Soon
afterward Penn was notifled that he had
made a mistake In the location of the fortieth
parallel. that Upland, and even the site for
Philadelphia, were below that line. Penn,
however, had influenos enough to ohtain
fn August, 1852, patents to the whole region
south of Philadelphia as far as Cape Henlopen
in fee simple, though he did not then acquire
political rights withia this addition to his
original grant

1t is a matter of douht whather Connectiout
was not settled earlior than Pennsylvania
This saeems to be ack nowledged by onr anthor
though she decides {n favor of the last-namead
colony. "Some assert that a part of the first
oolony of Walloons brought out In 1823 built
a factory and settied” on the river known
by the name of Conighticute, an Indlan word
for *Long* River “Certainly Dutch shaliops
were soon on the river buying 1,000 baaver-
skins a year from the Peguots, tha over-
lords of the whola region. In 1632 Direotor
Van Twiller planted the arms of the States-
General on the west sido of the river'smouth,
and “in the next year Commissary Jacob
Van Curler bought from the Pequots large
tracta on tha western bank up the river,
tncluding Suckiag and both sides of the Little
River, now In Hartford. On the southern
bank of this streamn hes thraw up earthworlks,
mounted two guns and built a well-stockaded
hlockhousa and factory,” which tha English
called Fort Good Hope. It was In O tohar
of the same year, 1633, that William Holmes,
coming from the Plymouth Colony, made &
amall settlement on the Duteh side of the
t at the Tunxis, now Farmington,
intil a littls later that the
from Massachusetts

Connect i
River It was not
noteworthy migration
Bay took place

Ahout the date of tha first settlament in
the present State of Ithode Islind thera (2, we
It woain thespring
of 1858 that R r Willlams, whio had been
warned away from a hut which he had binilt
on the Seekonk River, chore the peninsnda
hetween the Mooshussuck and Woonusqria-
ticket for Bis colony, which he numed Provis
denee Ywao vears latar the second Narro-
ginset lony was planted hy Willlam Cod-
n and other emigrants from

helivve, no controversy

ading LG
ohn otts At the month of the buy on Agueg-
neck, the largest of the islanis, on which
Newnor! now stands

« peedioss to v that, in point of dates,
Gieorgin w we thirteenth and South Carcve
In the twelfth color A beginning wWis
owever, to colonize the region which
¢ eall Nogth Carolina nearly ten years
« Chinrles 11 erected the tract Letween
and Florida into the palatinate
) Ahongt thee  vear A58 the

| and lund-locked, ~barre
f wnat was afterward called Albe-
irle sounmd were fies tied as part of
Virginin Inthe vear named Roger Lireane,

A clergyman of the Paritan Instrict of Nance
mond, obtained from the Virgina Aseeinbly
the grant of & thousand req aronmd the
monuth of tha Chowan River or Passimag-
i hegan his plantation with a hundre
These people seerm to have left ot
records of their owy, and the Virginia Chror
feles gave them no more than a passing ref-
erence  The Assemhb anxious to fix their
clinn upon the eo sote eight
vears later, anot one George
]l ren, or Durapt ammonly suppoesd to
have been a Qunker  He “did for the space
of two years hestow e labor  and cost
in finding out the sarvd countre,” making
the settioment and giving his name to Dur
ant's Neck Among other shadowy figures
of this period was one named Edward Catch-
maid, or Cathmald, who 15 said to have heen
tntrusted by Durant with power tn An hyai-
ness in the Virginia Assenbly concerning
wha trencheroy<ly took out pat-

aranta,

| ent« in his own name, and led forth a colony

of soma sixty persona with negro slaved
I'hese ploneers to the conthward wera too
far from Tidewater Virgina to know or care

what was going on in England but they
Jearned after a tima that the Commonwealth
had fallan, that the monarchy had bean re-
stored, and that his new Majesty, Charles 1T,
had ant n great provines of Carolinag be-
tsweon the thirty.izth para 1a] and the river
st Johne  Foraconsiderabla e, howaver,

l
t a work of the kind,
|

the eattlers near Albemarie and Pamlico
sounds had nothing to do with the wmore

sonthern plantations In the province
Salntsbury’s History of Criticlam,

It s, practically, a new task which Mr
GRORGE SAINTSB! Y has eesgved In A Hustory
i Iiterary Taate in Europy
irom the Earlieat Texia (o the Preaent [iay
(Dodd, Mead & Co Dr Johnson projectad
but did not carry it out
I'h re have heen, apparently, but twe actual
with the whole subiect

f (nmticiam a

attemnpis to deal
One of these isan [talian book, “Della Critiena,”
by B Mazzarella, which (s said to he merely a
Open to the sae ohisction i Thery's
Littermres hecauss it

Loreo
Jhatoire dea Opimiong
deals with no later Engiish writers than Camp-
liell and Blair In the volume hefore us
the author contines himsell 10 a review of
(Inasical and medimval eriticism, but this
will he fallowed by 4 second, ireating of the
matter from the HKenalssaues to the death
of eighteanth century classi~ism, and by a
third on i larn oriticiar That tha haonk
ia intended for the general reader in avident
froom the faet that hiographical and  |exi-
cographical detaile are not stftered to rymber
the text, but are incorporated i an appendix
It i» 1o he noted that the translations from
the Gireek and ! atin writers clted are not
borrowed, but are Mr Saintshury's own he
has aimed In them, he tells us, at closepess
rather than olegance Fhe work niay he
termed exhaustiva in the sense that no writer
in passed over who throws any likht upon the
Greek, the Latin or the medimval principies
oferiticism. Naturally., however, the wulhor
| 1ays miost stress apon Aristotle. Horace, Quin-
| tiljap, Longious (we name thom, of course,

‘
| a chronological order) and upon Dante (the Da |
 of “Hamartio,” u theory since

Vulearf Eioqulo), thongh adequate attentionis
paid to D onysius of Halicarnassus, or the work
attributad to him, to Plutarch, to Lucln,
to Petrarch and to Boceaccio. Here wo can
glance only at the suthor's analysis of the
views propounded by Aristotle, Horuce,
Quinttlian, Longinus sud Dante

Mr. Saintshury begins by showing that
criticism fn Greeco started from two dif-
forent sources  Tho flrst was the strong
philosoplizing tendency working upon the
eurliest  doournents (the most  important
being then, as now, identified with the name
of Homer) and subjecting them 1o processes
which oftencst took the form of a kind of
rationalizing allegory The second was the
invention for more or less practical purposes
of the art of rhetorie or persuasive cot-
position. The dominance of oratory was
long maintained, and continued almost to
the latest timos to prevent rhetorie, or the
art of prose, from assuming {ta proper posi-
tion as “speach craft” in the widest sense,
that s to say the art of artificially arranged
lnnguage.  As Greek literature, however,
both verse and prose, nultiplled, it pre-
sented more and more temptation to the
Greek aptitude for philosophical fnquiry
8o, after & century or mora of progress and
exercise, we are confronted in the "Poetics’
of Aristotle with an art of poetry incomplete
in certain ways, but singularly inaturé in
its own way, and in his “Rhetorie,” with
an art of prose, which, though It has not vet
by any means recognized its true scope and
nature, but persists in regarding iteell as
an art of persuasion, merely, has yet aocu-
mulated many valuable ohservations

Both the art of postry and the art of pross
were, however, seriously obstructed in Greece
by the unequal growth of lterary kinds,
and by the absence of any other lterature
with which to compare such kinds as existad
I'he art of poetry was prejudicially afected
by the aceidental lateness of prose fletion
in Gireek literature, just as was the art of
prosa Ly the accidental predominance of
Gireek oratory  The hablt of generalizing
from lfmited facts led to very arbitrary
theortes  The epio, for instance, exempli-
fleel in the “Iliad,” was axalted, but romance,
which may he termed a “loose" epic, Wis
bharrad as improper. ‘Then, aguin, & Mm.'lnf
though in its way, nearly perfect form o
tragedy wus assumed to he the only one
possible or permissible. 80, too, the acol-
dental and  easily separable exiravAgAnces
and licenses of the Old Comedy were al-
Jowed to ohscure its merits and depreas |t
rank in the eves of the critfios  Lyric poetry
became & mere appendage to (rpﬁ“«l) In
ke manner history, of whioh Thucydides
wnd Herodotus had rr,ulqvml magnificent
evamples, was regardad as a sort of bag-
K00 WARon to aratord gl rhetorie

These mischiefs, though considerable, are,
fn Mr Saintsbury's opinion, surpassed by
those attributable to the ignorance of foreign
l If we may challenge compariaon
clents in eritieism, it is due almost
whollv to our pus es<ion of an infinitely
largsr stock of accutnulated literature an
to the fact that this literature {e distributed
over the most various timea, nations and
langnages 1t ts tie rarest thing In any
time to find 4 oritic of the first class who 18

not acquainiad with any literature except
his own Even in antiquity thers was no
eritie approaching the firet clise except

totle who suffered the full cons h:wmwu
nf exposure to this dizability . Cleero, Horace,
Diomysiua, Quintilian and Longinus know
both Greek and lLatin  Aristotle, on the
other hand, Lad no “tongue of m»mpnr[ on,”
and, aven if he had been stocked with Egvp-
tian and Sanskrit knowledge, it would have
done him but littls good, unless, as Mr Salnts-
hury suggests, it might have corrected hia
delinsinn as to the necessary oonnection of
poetry and fiction

m.

Mr. Saintshury recognizes that (¢t would
be at onoe ungrataful and Philistins to ignore
the debt which we owa to Aristotls. He is
tar from underrating the enormous positive
advanos which was made In the "Poetioa®
and the *Rhetoric.® He would even compare

{t with the advanoe from chaos to cosunos}

he can find nothing elsawhere to match It,
though the rasurrection of eritiolsm with
the revival of learning, and the reformation
of 1t In the Romantio era come nearest to
Aristotie's achisaveruent. In the first plaos,
we find in Aristotie pearly all the great kindas
of literature discerned, marked off and fur-
nihed with deflnitions. The moat important
of all the demarcations between poetry and
prose, to wit: metra (prose must not have
metre, vet should not lack rhythm) is rather
taken for grunted than arguad out: butat least
it «» taken for granted The saveral kinds
of pootry are clearly distingnl-had and, al-
though prose 18 lees adequately treated, a
good deal Is done in this direction aiso  In
fine, the Nald of literary criticiam Is pretty
falrly mapped out  Again, the plan of taking
actually sccomplished works of art and
sudenvoring to ascertain how it is that they
give artistic pleasure I8, with some falterings,
pursued by Aristotle

I'he “Linitation” doetrina propounded in
the “Poetics” |8 regarded by Mr. Saintshury
as the flret ntrtempt, wnd an attempt which
has not been much bettered In all theim-
provements upon it, to adjust the proportions
of natureand art which atould exist in poatry,
Whataver Ari totle did ruean exacsly by imitas
tion, he certainly did not mean mera copying,
mers (racing or paris moulding
fromm nature Ha would not have deemad
It the function of the drama “to hold, as It
ware, a4 mirror up to nature,” for he ohjected
to another's use of tha “mirror™ as a deserip-
“Odyesey " ['pon this
Mr Saintshury obsarves: *A mirror repro-
diices passively, slavishly, and without selec-
tion or alteration: the artist selects, adapts,
adlusta, and, If necessary, I'his
the truadoctrine and all deviations from it,
whether 1n the shape of realism, impression«
tsrn and the like In the one diraction, or of
adherence to generalizad oonventionalities
on the other, have always led to mischisf
anon or late  The artist must ba the mime,
not the mirror, tha reasonabls, discreet,
free.-willed agent, not the passive madium,
I'he single dictum of Ari t t'e's that poetry
does not necessartly doal with the actual, hut
with the possible -that It Is, therefore, more
philoaophlie, highar, more univarsal than his-
tore though it requires both extension and
limitation—will put us mora in the true critical
position than any dictum that we find earlier,
or than most dicta that we shall find later *

It |s further to be noted that Aristotle
recognized the all-important law  that the
end of art 1s pleasure.  In him therelsscarcely
o trace of the Platonlo depreciation of pleas-
ura. That what we have to demand of a
literary work is pleasure, and the apecifie
pleasure 1t 18 qualified to give now seers
to us a matter of course, In fanct, however,
Ariatotle himself 1a not frea from the charge
of having sometimes overlooked it while,
sinee his time, the great majority of critical
errors ars tracenble to this very overiooking
“The ohetinate {xnoring, or the captious
depreciation of Latin literature by the later
Gireeks, the wooden ‘arts of postry’ of the
latina themselves: the scorn of the Renals-
sunce for medimval literature. of Du Bellay
for Marot. of Harvey for the 'Fasrie Queens;
of Restoration eriticiem for the times befors
Mr Waller improved our numbers. of our
Romantie eritios for Dryden and Dr Johnson,

pluster of

tinn of tha point

alters

ard of Mr Matthew Arnold for French poetry, |

#ll these things and many others of tha same
come froni tha ohstinate insistence
that n particular thing shall ba othar than
ft ix, that a particular poet shall be, pot him-

clnas”

self, but momebhody elea

Agiin, whatever may be thought of the
relative Importance assigned to plot and to
charactar by Aristotle, as well as of not a
few minor detaila of his theory of plot or
action, r Saintshury holds that “"there (s
no denving the huge 1t glven to the Intalli.
gent enjoyment of literatura by the distine-
tion of thesa two important elements and hy
the analysis of action if not of character
With the mid of such reflnements we cease,
as Drvden had it to like grossly,” toaceept
our pleasura without distinetion ss to jts
grudations or tnguiry into 114 sourcs. The
artist no longer ahins Inthe dark. his purposes
are no longer mere rules, |t rules ar all, of
thumb'  Most of the pointa thus far men-
tioned, however, are not bevond the reach
of somewhat wore than ordinary patience,
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actteness and ';.mn LIt s Aristotle’s theory
justified tri-
umphantly in the Elizabethan tragedy,which
I« apronounced s rokeof genius. By “Hamar-
tia® Aristotls means the error or weiiness
by which the hero of & tragedy comes 1o s
fortune. Itis, however, aspecifickind of error
or weakness, which, while it compels repro-
hation, =hall challenge compassion I'o this
day the truth pergeived hy Arisiotlis hna pot
been fully accepted  To this day persons
far removed from folly persist in confu-lug
the tragio with the merely painfol, with the
monstrous, with the sentimental and so forth
Aristotle knew better and hias hero given a
touch of the really higher crittcism, which
gooes to the root of the matter, to the deep-
lying oauses of a certain pleasure indissolubly,
assoclated with literature
In his remarks on poetic
insista that {t «hiould be on the one hand “clear”
and yet, on the other, not “low.” He specifies
the means by which the Intter (haractoristic
may be seoured, indicating the use of the
“unfawmiliar® as the means of avolding "low-
ness.” “Hera" says M Saintsbhury, “wn see
that Aristotle (as Dante far luter id and s
Wordsworthlater ngain didnot) recognized the
necessity of poeticdiction,” the necess<ity, that
is of causing a slight shock, a slight suprise,
in order to bring about the poetlc pleasure
By the example which he gives of heightening

and lowering the effect alternately, by sub-
stituting different words 1n the same general
context, we ser now acourately he had divined
the tmportance of this diction.”  Aristotie's
verbal criticisms are never mere dictionary
work, but are invariably conoected with the
literary value ol the word

VLY 1o the author of the “Poetics”
and the “Rhetoric” s thas sutnmed up in the
book before us.  “in some respeots we hive
€ot no further than Aristotle; we are ctill
arguing on his positions, defending or attack-
ing hin thieses  I; others, we Lave, ludeed,
gol a good deal further, by virtue, chietly,
of the moera accretion of material and ex-
perieice Ve have, porhaps, learned to roe
#1gn oursalves rather more to the facte than b,
with the enthusiasm of the first creative siage
still hardly behind him, was able 1o do Wa
are less inclined to prescribe to the artist
what he shall do and more tompted to aceen!
what thoe artist does, and ~ae what it can
teach, A3 well as how it can please us  Hut
in the wider senga of eritical method, we hnave
not got 8o very far beyvond him fnthe poetionl
aivi<lon we have got bevond hLim in
the direction of prose, as perhaps we have,
the advancehas heen very late, snd can hardi
besaid, evennow, to have by cornmoen conse:
and as a clear matter of tact, covered, oo
pled and reduced to order the territory ou
to which it Lhas pushed
totla's clajims 0 almost avery dapartment of
human thought with which hemeddadles, it roay
be doubted whother in any he (nserves »
higher piace than in this  He Is the ver
Alexander of Critlcism, and hLis conguest
n this fleld remaln practically undesiroved
though not unestended, to the present dny =

For the thres canturies hatwsen Aristo‘is
and Dionysjus thers ara but few original
texta extant. From what exist, however,
and from such notioes as ara trustworthy,
Mr Saintshury deems fo to nMrm !
attention was almost sntirel
one side to the verbal or material critl
of the Alexandrian and Peryumenn schools,
on the other to technical rhetorie On the
other hand, for about half a f
and a century after the Chri~tlan eru, tu
record of Gireak criticiem s mora craditabile
Dionyaius of Halicarnasasus, Plutarch and
Dien Chrysostom ara 18 mosl conspioie
ous numes, Tho flrst of the trio is proe
noupoed a typical specimen of the
ary erftic of antiquity, “H+ has far less
force and method and originality than
Aristotle, but then he I8 a srudent confining
Limeelf to rhetorie and
world philosapher, taking up the phil-
osophy of Mteratura merely as a part of a
whole. He has fur lees genlus than Longinus;
but he is also far more copioasly prasarved
We read him with respect
acute observations in hi wa can evon
occastonally eompliment him on something
like ‘never quite) tha ‘grasp’ of the conie
fragment RBut ha {a gtill partly under t
lim!tations of his technical rheturio, partly
under others less easy to describe exactly
and he neglecta Latin literatura, by his tine
A very considerabls entity. He cannot
wholly bring himself to regard literatura
ay literature ” With Plutarch the case is
much worse; in him the ethioai preoceoupation
is supreme and exclusive [is treatise on
education {8 pervaded with the characteristio
Greek conception that book education by
ftself {8 aducation of the most wretchedly
inadequate kind. How to glve children
good morals and healthiy bodios, how 1«
them or wean them from bad company aul
foul language: how to practise them in manly
sports and agerciass
principal cares  In the more general tract
entitled *How One should (Hear or! Baasd,
our author finds not only neglect of literary
critietam, but positive blaspheny agalnst i,
for one ia particularly enfoined hy Pluturch
not to take special pleasurs in style and
phrasse. In the tractate on the “lLives of
the Orators,® wherther 1t ha Platarch’s or
not, the writ r avolds sven tha fy
literary part of his aublact “with un
that s marvellous, or a stolidity t}

Lt
evotlad on t'' s

conture het

we meat fnst and

) Keapn

nee of tha
nge! iy

marvellons et{ll * Al the great m 1
(ireak oratory might ba Generals or mer
jurists, sculptors or flshmongers, for uny
allusfon that the writer niikes to the means
by whisn thay won their fame  Mr Sal

bury concedes thar Dion Chryeostom was
the most MHterary of the pure rheloiicinhs

and a favorabla axampla of them, but he
pronounced “only an entertainer, the shows
man of an art which 18 not guite coarss, hut
{s certainly not in the highest sense fine
Luclan, somawhat later in point of date, s
recognized as A trus artist, a tine raan of
lettars and, occasiounlly, a eritie endoweld
with unerring evea and the very sword of
sharpnass itself bhut he s ¢!
and even at thoss times Lo s ton ne
If wa advance a little in 1

18 oniv At times,
gative

1 and wurn our

Attantion to the strict teaching and praciioe |

of rhetorio Itself from the accond century

A D onward the spectacie afforded by
Greek crillol«m I8 even loas sa!isfactory
I'hea work done hy  jnnumerable  com-

mentators in performed with
markable alertness and acuteness, but it ia
disappolutiug, uwnsatisfying snd avan frritat.
ing. “The technical rhatoric, alwavs arbi-

trarily limitad in saubject and varsely |
conventional In method ™
all chanca of exercising wt
of its threa divistons Lohihwrative t y
& dead, capl I exXorosns ang n fle
ey es, 1 w f-winning chicanery o
forensic, the frivolities (holow, except as
also  bread-winning  of  epldeiot)e, hin
usiurped the whoie roon It might Lo thoig
that in this bereaved condition the art wou
bethink ttaelf of that profic,ode. dignitied

delightiul eccupation whit t had alwavs
more rolossa direct] praciised, but wi
had seemed les t than persiaa
the art of JYterar | proner n
dors nothing or vooof ki

Amid this « ‘ { fin LUy SInArens
1n the second hail of the thi CrnaT A Iy
the celebrated treatisa conmaor irhiute
to Longinus, which s entitled " Perih
The carrent transiat L St L)
deprecated by Mr ' i
tion ton much spedia e specinl
tion partiy in the w Ha "
seventeenth century roenoered
Greok word “the heigh nen whie b
is more than literally esxncr, though 1t s |
netiher elegant nor hanv 0 authorg nta
ot nEinan s Iy ' )

P Senss v oall 't qual
ination of qualities which cresies

enthusiasm in lHreratng i that g
Aumimatencaas to ! 1] AL deser » tha g

or tencominn entlier i prose oy

! ted siress | bl upon tha fa if
this teeatisn he not the saie hook it
nay tha sole hook execenr iant T
warl Eloowie ™ of antiquiry the Middia Ages
the Renatssance and the oarlior muodern tines
to hoot, whieh sewa f oritiea!l jdeal
that comprelisnds the il the e
trin tha vevbal and ' ival merita
torniire, At all avents the treatise exhibijte
his eomprshension as no othar bhon
\il tho othey Greek orl hnve thill ayves
iy off the right obdect, and most of then
wn to think 1t rad valn to Jook at that

obiject av all, "The intelligent enjoviment of
literare, the intimoes with om0 onee volug.
tiuous and intellectoal the untiring, though
it may be never fully savisfied, onest wfror
the seeret of ity charms, never neglecting the
opportunity «f basking and revelling in them
e things, til we come 1o Longinuge, ara
rire indesd And when we do mest them
thea reacontre = of & sort of aceidental and
shamelaced cburacter, When we come to

styla Aristotle |

| elsm,” the
! of all. as the probable, If not the certaln, roaa
| to literary success, ndherence to the approved

(reat us are Arle- |

exnct
in fte great esamples of literature but In

the fors

| For that

ters |

history, not a!

) build up

[ Institutes of Oratory,”

! to Quintilian

those awra Platar s !

and sl y

extrems |
diligenos and even In some cases with re-

Longinus there is no more false modeaty,
‘Beautitnl words are the light of thought

These words themselves are the Ilantern of
eriticismn

1v.

Of Latin qriticism relatively little need
be sald, although an exception must,be made
for Quintilian, who himself s here described
as, at hes, a rather less technical Donysius
of Halicarnassus; indeed, it is uncertaln
whether he does not owe a ood deal directly
to Dionvelus himself  Mr, Saintsbury ad-
mits that it may be unjust 1o regard Horace's

| “Epistola ad Pisones” as« a designed and

complete tract e Arte Poetica.  He inslsts,
however, that, whatever allowance mav
e made for its scheme and purpose, the
intFnsic quality of such eriticism as the epistie
gives will remain unmistakable Neither
of the real nature, requirements and capa-
bilittes of any one literary form, nor of the
character of any one source of literary beauty
does Horace show himself in the least degree

consclogs His precepts are now precepts

, of excellent common sense not less, but rather
{ more, applicable to life than to literature
| and, again, arbitrary rules derived from the

prictice, sometimes quite accidental prac-
tice, of great preoeding writere “All the
same, Horace, unconsciously, and almost
indirectly, does takeupa very docided eritical
slde, and expresses with the neatness and
in the rememberable fashion to be expected
from so consummate a master one of the
two great critical creods. Nor is there any

_doubt that this creed, so far as literary eriti-

cism appealed to the Roman mind at all, was

| that of by far the larger number of persons

This {s the creed of what I8 kuown as ‘ciassi-
creed which recommends, first

traditions, the elaboration of types and
generalizations, rather than indulgence

'in the sceentrio, and in efforts to create the

| individual,

tothe vague *

{ cal orthodoxy of Rome than it was the criti-
cal orthodoxy of Greece

the preference of the regular
This was even more the criti-

\fror ull, bowever, it 18 suggested that
Latin had the eciticlam which It deserved,

| the eritioism which was made necessary by
the specific conditions of Ita own clasele
ltarature, and al=o the erfticism which was

really most useful, both for itself and for fte

| postarity, which in greater or less degree was
toinelude, not meraly the so-called RRomanoe
tonguas, hut all the literary languages of
| modern Turope. A lterature lke classloal

I utin, which 1 fron firet to last in slatu pupils

{11, which, with whatever strength, deft-

oleganoe, even originality at times,
followa in the font taps of another litarature,

ne.s,

| 1uust, for the very life of it, have a eritical

| ereod of order, diseipline and moderation
Otherwi it would run the risk of being a

| 1mera hybrid, even a mere monstrosity

"Ztill
yqaore ecertainly, nothing could have been
hetter for the future of tis world than the

lopacy which Latin left, not merely

s of tue acholaxtie grammar and
rhatorie, to that mil'annium of reconstruction
and recreation which is called the Middlc Age
wonderful period ~which even yet
has naver been puat in its right rlses in the
history of the world—a higher lesson would
have been thrown away, or positively in-
No ipstruction In romanticlam was
wanted by the agee of romanes; for full ltar-
irv knovlodge of the anciant ltaratures
thoy wore in no wise saited or prepared
I heir biusiness was, after a loug period of
mera foundation work in 1ha elihoration
rn languag s to get together the
of the modern literatares and to
the structure of these as well na
they could So etrongly did they feel the
yiava towurd this, that they even travestisd
ywn likeness such of the old Utera-
ture as remained *

Tha aubstantial, 1f scarcely exaltad, services
rendered not only to Latin, but also to pos-
terinr criticism, by the famous work on “The
fa recognized in the
book befora us by tha allotment of a chapter
While the lmitations which
he shares with oiher Latin critios are elearly
marked, the work which he did 1s adequately
summed up

“He has given us a history In little of the
choteest Greek and Tatin l'terature: he has
drawn and placed forusthe contrasted styles

jurious

of the moc

materials

into their

it merely of oratorical, but of all prose
composition: ha has handled the Mterary
| aida of gramutuar with singular fairness and

sonsa  wnd has dealt more  satisfactorlly

than any other ancient writer with the all-

fimportint and most diMenlt question of
[ eaphony in written speect No one among
incient writers has treated the important
but delusive subjest of the figures [metaphors,
simina, aliegories, &e with more #ense

one has contrived to get, out of
marest  technicalities of the
hetorie « f the schools, such A& solld extract
critien]l power technical observa-
tiong tn Book X for the most Invaluable
iy sion to composition to be found In
they put our modern booka
at onea by the prac-
character of their suggestions, and by
mechanical ar-
{ presoripiion on points whore

eama of the

any Jangunge
f the nd o shama
r freedom from rmere

Litruriness «

m, &ood usage and individual ability
renlle the only arbiters  Lastly, on the
i ant ant e rscutring battie of

the stvies, plain and ornate, Attic and Aslatie, |

whatever antitbesis he preferred, it would
st iripossible to find & more intelligent
ant than Quintilinn’s * Manifestly,

e am

HONNee Yy

Mr. Saintshury does not agres with those
ot er writers of our duy, including con-
splenously Mr Nettleship, who are dispored

feproacinte the  Tnstityiea of Oratory

Rat wonld our author say that the only
raproach to which Quintilian {8 open is one
which all antiquity, from Aristotle to Long-
inus, and including both these great men,
shares with him. "This is the reproach of
never completely elearing up the mind about

| rhetorie, and perpetually oonfusing it with

the art of prose llterature, or eise leaving
prose lfteratura without any ‘art’ at all. We
have seen how this confusion arose [from
the importance of the réje of oratory in ancient

| eity-states] and how it was maintalned by

conditions, which, though working more

feehly In Quintiban's days, wers still work-
ing 'h® matter came to a head when
Luctan formally renounced rhetoric and

took to essay writing in dialogue, and when

\paleins in the "Golden Ass," mingled decla-
mation, didogue, philosophy and romance in
one 1 poddrda with A daring sauoce of pew

prose sivie to make it go down, But the
barbarians wera then at the gates, and the
real recognition and reconstruction (of the
ot Of Prose mposition] was pot to take

soa for ages later, i1 1t has completely taken
PLaoe even ve

It 1a further to be noted that Quintilian
wit all Lis merits enibodies that distrust

the L0 1 WHICL appears so often
1 post-itomerio classical ages up to
his own time Il he does not ahselutely
lthe o1 desplse, e ignores, the Romantie
' nt o Aenophon, the “selging “1tu
iton of theTen Lhousand, leaderless though
' orions, & handful 1solated in the hesrt
ot o hostile country, the moving accidents

their joturney avross the mountain walls

ind t gh tho warlike «olar of hurdis-

tn he rest, til! the sita of the sen
and to tha hilibiow to behold
i1 or Wt oo weloonie  these things
prives ¢ oly unnoticed by hin At f,
\ wre ds dlsdaands of Lacretine as 1erely
et and of Catidlius &« merel bitter
Ihe gt foree of tha Las fan clospair
") el wen faln s . .
soientiffe acqulescance [ contemplation from
! plation from
the t ples of the wise, the throb of the
Cntalitan asslon, wie not Quintilian's busi
ne Indeed, what contio what  judicea
il puy any attention to the drift of
atamsinthe void? W hat respectable pater-

famiiline “vl. must highly deprocate vorsea
danoral but estravagant to

Leshial att PAR to repro-
( r Latin the Greek ravings of a
pphio or about an Attis?  Apotloning Rhod-

Mee in »

His, 100, Who, 1o s, seenis & Kormantic before
Ronnticlsm, touches no chord in Quin
tilian & hragst And wa mav be talerahly

eoptaintha thechords whic'y were not respon

* 0 the brewst of Quintiliun were at lag ot
equatly mute in other bregsts of his time *
Our author adds that such shorteomings
wers not only inevitable, but, for the pur-
posy of the historian, they are almost wel-

come. *We may protest as lovers, but w
rewister and interpret ns students. Mors
over, Quintillan, like all the greater me
in 'l periods, und some even of the smalla
insone.suppliesus with a great dealof matta
for registration and interpretation, withou!
any protest at all” Mr Son s ury repeat tha
“it would bhe possibla hy a proeess of mer
Gifting-out'  with  hardly “any Iimportun
gurbling of phrase, to extract from the In
stitut s a treatise on composition an
eritical reading which would be of no mea
biulk, of no narrow range and would contalt
n very large proportion of strictly relevan
and valnable detail  This treatise, more
over, would be iluminated -for practicalls
the only time, in the ranze of anclent litera
ture on the subject, to any considerabl
extent b thnt searchlight of eriticism
the comparative method; while It woul
also display, thronghout, the other illumina
tive powers of wide reading, sound jude

ment aud an excellent and by no mean
mersly pedestrian common sense
.

Wa pass to the hundred pages assigned
to the contribution of the medimval periot
to literary criticism. Tha contribution con
tain« nothing of consequence, with the e®
ception of Dante's treatize De Vulpari Flo
quio. What else there {s of criticlam con
wists ruminly of agresable babblings, of achoo
hooks und of incidental utterances. Onth
other hand, Mr Saintsbury holds that, b
the De Vulgari itsel?, the Middle Ages lodge
such a diploma piece as has bsen scarcel
woen hall a dozen times elsewhere In thy
history of the world. It {s well known tha
the purpose of Dante’'s work wasto proveths
Itallanus should write poetry in their na'ie
tongue, the lingua de Si, rather than in Pro
vencal, the Lingue d'Oco. In (he courss o
the discussion, Dante recognizes and poind
out the differgntia of pos'ry from prose
to wit: its pr@entation of the subject 1
metriceal form, with musical accompani
menta, whether of actual musicor of malodicn
words  He knows, and virtually sars, the
prose writers may treat the same sublects
but he kiows that the pget's treatment 1
different, and ho goss straight for the dies
ance. Where does he find it? Exactly wher
Wordswortl,, 500 vears later, refused to fine
it, namely, in poetio diction and in metra
What Dante has to say about metre receivs
but little notice in the hook before us, becai s
the poet's remarks upon the subject are o
lmited and particular application. Hae
Dante eompleted his treatiss, it would st}
have dealt golely with Ilomance, if not ex
clusively with Itallan poetry. More inter
esting are his observatious on style and die
tion, because, with few exceptions, they ar
of universal application. The chapter m
words, the so-called chapter of “The Sleve,
{s that which contains the heart and lerra@
of Dante’s criticlsm. *Dwell as much as
may on the importancs of arrangement and
phrass, it 1s impossible that thess should in
beautiful without bheautiful words to mak:
them of And his system of ‘sifting,’ qualn
as {ts phraseclogy may seam at first sight
arbitrary as some of {ta divisions may appear
and hers and there difoult as {t may be t4
follow him, is a perfectly sound schema
and only roquires working out at greatm
length. The oblection to puerilia, thoug)
it may ha too sweepingly exprossed, Is abso
lutely fust, and cuts away Wordeworth”
childishnesses by antioipation.” Itisthe gres
stress which Dante lays upon the beauty
and nelody of words whioh causes him te
condemn translations.

‘Nothing harmonized by the laws of the
Misea can he changed from one tongue t4
another without destroying all {ts sweetnem
and harmony. This (which 18 arch-true)
connects {tself diractiy with Dante's unerring
direction towardsthie criticism of form. I
“ull depends on tha subject’ (a8 most of the
Gireek and Latin eritics sald] translation oaw
do no harm, for the subjact can be presented
in exactly the same conditions through more
languages than Mezzofant!, or Prince Lucles
Jonayarte ever meddled with, But the form
the language, the charm of the verss, the
music of ‘the composition, they go utterly
and fnevitably, and even If the translato)
sicceeds in putting something in their place
it is something elss and not themselves
In a word, we find Dante. in opposition te
Aristotle and to all ancient crities excep
Longinus, reoognizing the ultimate anc
real test of literary excellence as lying It
the expression, not in the meaning. Ow
author thinks that this, If It stiod alone
would ba in itself a thing so great tha
1o greater 18 to be met with in the his
tory of criticisin, *Even yet, the trutl
which Longinus  taught but as in
Pisgah-sight, which Dante himself rathe
foit and illustrated throughout than con
sciously or deliberately championed in an)
partienlar piace-—the truth that the eritleisn
of literature is, first of ail, the criticlsm o
esprassion as rewards the writer, of {ropres.
sion as regards the reader—is far from being
universally recognized, far aven from being
a prevailing or a popular doctrine, By many

it 1sstill regarded Rr an unquestionable heres
by others us a questiopable half-truth

Not, of course, that Dante was himeell
by any means indifferent to the “subject,®
5 distinguished from expression “On the
« s great three-fold division of tie
[ f high poetry into Salus, Vanus
Viriur Arms, Love and Religinusly-Guldea
' i his day the bast that exists
| has made 4 notable advai e
on the ancients in admi 18 Jove 1o equuli‘y
in prineiple. to the primacy (I had almost
suddr 1n practice We have seen how tle
vius found it necessary to apologize
tor the fourth book of the aneid as dealing
with the trifling subject of jove: wo know
how Greek crrticism slighted Euripides, 1.t

| as 1t might have done, for e literary shor!

it becuuse of his reliance on the
#6100 we know, further, how, excent
i1, mve=tical philosophizing of the Platone
kind, thers is nothing satiefaciory on !lLe
mutter anywhera that not eraly Dion)
jus but Longinus, i{n the very act of pie.
HOrV for us the two chief love poems of
the anecie cnn find nothing adequsie
to say alont them, and that Aristotie leayes
tLe subiect severely alone.  Here, als»
innte knew better. hera, also, he ex ressed
consumimately all the enormous galn of dreaw
which the sisan of the Dark Ages had pourtd
ynto the heart and the aoul of the worla *
lHerein, howevar, he was only one of a myriad,
From Brittany to Transvivania and from
leeland to Provence the whols !hlmex.'s
century, if not the whola twelfth, also, La
hean “full of love,* thers had been no feusr
of "Venus”® heing forgottan

In his finul chapter Mr. Baintabury re
turns to this theme and shows how lmportan!
1o epiticism beosme the attitude of the Middie
Ages to love, an attitude mainly conditionec
by their attitude to religion. In his opiuiog
the not infrequent, though very idle, debs e us
towhether the Venus of chivalry was the Venuy
Uraniaor ve' us Pandemos 18 best avoided . »
the frank acknowledgment that she was both,
The distinetion from antiquity and fts ine
fluence upon literaturae do not Ue in this di-
rection or in the fiet of tha mixture, but .2
{18 nature and character With exceptions
of conurse, the tona of antiquity in lweraturd
as to lovs and to ita objects | either the tond
of s igbtly, unreal phiosophizing or Ui
tore o! the nuughty story or that of hait
poaraded, half-confessing contempt.® T "]
avernge serious man of letters in the olass!cn

period love and {15 objects wera, when not a
aubiect for ventional ercapades, o rather
grectad cident att.ched to humaniiy,

not among the poarerga of
hvworks of life, because it s almost impos-
sihie 1o avold it, romething useful, not « o«
pleasant, rother better than a constitutlor
or 1 bath, but affording a much |ass wortly
emplovinent than talking in a court or as
claiming 1w school  “This is undenial.y
the average att'tude of the a* erage man of
lettars of old That of his Medimval byother
neod hardly be described, but ita cauers
coms within our view. You have to rickcn
not mersaly with the oult of the Virgin, - #
bas often heen donas, but with tha w}, .
Chrivtian  (especially  Medimval Christian)
theory of morals and of sin.” A Greek ge.-
tleman nnd scholar would ask: “Why ezoi'e
vourselves about aetions indifferent at hest
alwanvs rither helow the nrtrention of a serious

something

man, ard, worst, leading to unpieasaid
and dvtious consepum ‘ xeitement, °n
the other havd, hecomss eany when, as tLe
Mediweval chrmnians believed, t(ha oonss
quences of u nioment guilty indulgernce

po for eternity  Fron s less
int of view thore were re

may be the Infe
purely seiflsh p
sonaenoiigh for the new attitnge of tha Middie
Ages toward the |

exuul passion Tinngh
tion the real imagiration of Apoll I~
Philostratus, not the mere image-furnish
faculiv of the anotents ge rally  had cot

T an

to town and brought a tormed 1
with hes The ser of my =t of nirs
of the Invisih gralfred Ot

stronge=t of the wereiy phv

and the result pervaded |
formeriy hed e The

subyect, proper for con ey,
for & carefully kepicunder seasoning
tragedy, for hight trifles, hecame, with e

ligion, the subject of nearly xll poetry and
not . little prose and made its influence fet
in all mauner of ways. CWOR
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